Office of Inspector General
County of Los Angeles

T ¥ aa
i
@ 8@
W8 a
LI ]
B 5 o=
‘4
= e

" EE E
e R m
. B B R ARE

Max Huntsman
Inspector General

ANALYSIS OF THE DEPUTY SHERIFF
TRAINEE PROBATIONARY PERIOD:
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR A MEANINGFUL
ASSESSMENT OPPORTUNITY

May 2016



Office of Inspector General

INTRODUCTION

For more than two years, the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department has expended
significant resources overhauling the Deputy Sheriff hiring process in an effort to alleviate
a significant staffing shortage and quickly identify qualified candidates. However, it
appears that the Department is missing a crucial opportunity to weed out low-performing
and potentially problematic deputies during the one-year probationary period - the final
stage of that process. Because civil service protections do not attach, the LASD has a
heightened incentive to rigorously assess probationary employees over the course of that
year and discharge those who do not meet department standards. The statistics indicate
that a rigorous assessment is not taking place. Of the 334 Deputy Sheriff Trainees who
graduated from the Academy in 2014, not one was released for performance-related
reasons. Moreover, an investigation by the Office of Inspector General revealed
significant deficiencies in the probationary evaluation process, including incomplete
personnel files and untimely and unsubstantial assessments. For example, 90% of one-
year probationary assessments were untimely; occurring after the one-year probationary
period had expired and leaving no time to remove a problematic trainee. Many of the
written evaluations were form documents or included cut-and-pasted comments that
lacked specificity and were not tailored to the individual trainee. In order to have a fully
effective hiring process, the Department must conduct meaningful evaluations of its
probationary employees or run the risk of repeating the mistakes of previous large-scale
recruiting drives.

BACKGROUND

After graduating from the Academy, Deputy Sheriff Trainees ("DSTs") are placed on
probation for one year. During this time they are not afforded the civil service protections
that are provided to permanent Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department ("LASD” or
“Department") employees. If during probation a DST's conduct is below the standards
specified in Department policies he or she can be terminated (or “released”) at will,
without recourse to the full range of grievance rights and Civil Service appeals.!

The Department therefore has an incentive to rigorously assess the skills of DSTs before
the conclusion of their probationary period. As explained in the Community Social
Services Employers’ Association’s Best Practice Series, during the probationary period
“[Managers] have a significant responsibility to properly assess the employee’s aptitude
and competencies and to assess whether or not the employee possesses the requisite

1 vSeventh Annual Report,” Office of Independent Review, April 2009 at 27.
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qualifications and suitability for on-going employment."? Furthermore, “the probationary
period is effective only if action is taken to prevent less than fully successful individuals
from becoming [Permanent] employees - with all the rights that such an appointment
entails. Without this assessment and action, the probationary period becomes
meaningless.”?

Whether DSTs are meaningfully assessed during their probationary period has been raised
in a number of different forums over the past seven years. In 2009, the Office of
Independent Review noted in its annual report that for years the Department would only
release a DST whose transgression was so severe that a tenured deputy would have been
discharged, imposing an unnecessarily high burden on the ability to terminate
underperforming employees.* OIR explained that if the “"Department does not take
advantage of the probationary period to shed itself of problematic employees, it will be
left with individuals who displayed troublesome behavior during a ‘trial period’ when one
would expect the employee to be striving to meet Department standards.”s

Three years later, in September 2012, the Citizen’s Commission on Jail Violence ("ccv)
issued a report culminating “many months of investigation and public hearings regarding
allegations of excessive use of force in the Los Angeles County Jails.”® The CCIV
referenced the 2009 OIR report and expressed “concern[] that the Department may still
not be taking adequate advantage of the probationary period to weed out deputies who
may present disciplinary problems.”” In light of the perceived ongoing deficiency, the
CCJV recommended that: “New deputies should have a meaningful probationary period
during their first twelve months in Custody. The Department must rigorously assess each
new deputy’s abilities and fitness for service and terminate deputies who cannot meet the
requisite standards.”®

2 “Best Practice Series: Managing Employee Performance Guide,” Community Social Services
Employers’ Association, August 2007 at 25 ("Rather than adopting a wait and see attitude during
this period, [managers] must take an active role in the process and assess a variety of factors,
including on-the-job work performance, attitude, work habits, productivity, attendance and
punctuality, compatibility and any other factor connected to the performance of the job and your
expectations.”).
3 See “The Probationary Period: A Critical Assessment Opportunity,” A Report to the President and
the Congress of the United States by the U.S Merit Systems Protective Board, August 2005, at ii
("The probationary period, if used fully, is one of the most valid assessment tools available for
supervisors to determine an individual’s potential to fulfill the needs of the specific position, the
agency, and the civil service. However, this outcome requires that an agency assess its
probationers to determine if they are an asset to the Government.”).
‘5‘ “Seventh Annual Report,” Office of Independent Review, April 2009 at 27.

Id.
€ “Report of the Citizens’ Commission on Jail Violence,” September 2012, available at
htto://cciv.Iacountv.qov/wo-content/uoloads/ZO12/09/CCJV-Reoort.Ddf.
7 Id. at 132,
8 Id. at 137 (recommendation 6.4).
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LASD agreed with the CCIV recommendation and in December 2012 reported to the Board
of Supervisors and the interim compliance monitor that it had “implemented” a
“meaningful probationary period for new deputies in Custody.”® In October 2014, the
Department reported compliance with the recommendation but acknowledged to the
Office of Inspector General ("OIG") that “evaluation protocols for probationary employees
are not being implemented consistently across facilities.”° In January 2015, LASD
continued to report to the OIG that the recommendation was implemented, but indicated
that “efforts to ensure that all units are well-versed in the probationary protocol have
increased,” and suggested that the challenge lay with “tracking and timely monitoring” of
evaluations. !

In December of 2014, Los Angeles County settled a “federal class-action lawsuit that
alleged Los Angeles County Sheriff Lee Baca and his top staff condoned a long-standing
and widespread pattern of violence and abuse by deputies against those detained in the
jails.”** The implementation plan for the lawsuit settlement explained that “[t]o ensure a
meaningful probationary period, new Department members assigned to Custody
Operations should be reviewed within six months after being assigned to Custody and
again before their first post-probationary assignment.”!3

PROBATIONARY EVALUATION PROCESS

When deputies graduate from the Academy, they are assigned to the Custody Division.*
After attending “Jail Operations Training” - a four week classroom-based training to
prepare DSTs for their Custody assignment - they are dispersed throughout the County

® Baca, Leroy D. 30-Day Status of Recommendations Made by the Citizens’ Commission on Jail
Violence. December 12, 2012. Letter to The Honorable Board of Supervisors.

19 Office of Inspector General, “First Status Report: The Los Angeles Sheriff's Department
Implementation of the Citizens’ Commission on Jail Violence Recommendations and Monitoring Plan
(Oct. 21, 2014) at 38 available at
https://oiq.lacountv.qov/PortaIs/OIG/ReDorts/Oct%ZOZ1%2014%2001G%20CCJV%201mplementat
ion%20Report.pdf.

11 Office of Inspector General, 2014 Fourth Quarter Status Report: The Los Angeles Sheriff's
Department Implementation of the Citizens’ Commission on Jail Violence Recommendations
(January 20, 2015) at 23 available at

https://oig.lacounty.gov/Portals/OIG/Reports 01G%204th%20Quarter%20Report.pdf.

12 See American Civil Liberties Union. December 16, 2014. “ACLU Reaches Landmark Settlement
over Rampant Violence and Abuse by Guards in L.A. County Jails” [Press Release]. Retrieved from
httDs://www.aclu.orq/news/aclu-reaches-landmark-settlement-over-ramDant-violence-and-abuse-
guards-la-county-jails.

13 See “Rosas Implementation Plan Pursuant to Settlement of Class Action Case Alleging a Pattern
and Practice of the Use of the Excessive Force in the Jails,” at 4 (Recommendation 3.6), available
at http:[[www.Iacoung.gov[ﬁles[rosa;ng.

% In recent years a small handful of deputies have been assigned to other divisions directly from
the Academy and the Department’s expressed goal is to eventually increase the number of DSTs
sent directly to patrol assignments. However, currently this practice describes an insignificant
percentage of Academy graduates.
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jail facilities for the duration of their probationary period.!® Each facility is responsible for
providing its assigned DSTs with a standardized training program which lasts for three
months.!® Probationary deputies are provided a Custody Division Training Manual, which
includes a wide range of materials including checklists, report writing exercises and
performance tests. During the training period, each DST is assigned a “training officer”
(TO) who, in addition to his duties as a custody deputy, is tasked with guiding a group of
DSTs through the twelve week training period. Expectations of the TO include assisting
with the trainee’s orientation, providing feedback to the trainee, consistently
communicating with the DST regarding Department expectations and completing bi-
weekly evaluations of each trainee’s proficiency in a variety of skills.

LASD has set forth a number of policies governing the evaluation of probationary
employees. Within ninety (90) days of a probationary employee’s initial assignment to
Custody, the unit commander is required to review the employee’s “initial work habits,
performance, and training records.”’ “Unit commanders shall pay particular attention to
issues such as honesty, integrity, trustworthiness, and character, and any other
characteristic that would enable the unit commander to determine if the probationary
employee is truly suited for a career in law enforcement,”18

If the DST's performance is deemed satisfactory, he or she is “removed from training
status” and assigned to work a section of the jail. During the remaining eight months of a
DST's probation, his or her “floor supervisor,” who supervises up to 25-30 deputies at any
one time, may change due to staffing needs.

Thirty days before the completion of the DST’s one-year probationary period, “[t]he unit
commander shall conduct an assessment of the employee’s overall career performance.”*®
The evaluation and face-to-face meeting must address a number of topics including the
DST'’s training and probationary evaluations.2° Starting December 1, 2015, unit
commanders were required to document the “assessment of the employee’s overall career
performance . . . in the electronic Line Operations Tracking System (e-LOTS) by creating
an entry under the ‘Probationary Assessment’ drop down box. The unit commander shall
document the probationary initial assessment and the ‘annual assessment’ in the notes

15 The 0IG specifically analyzed the training program provided by Men’s Central Jail (“MCJ1"), where
approximately 25% of all 2014 Academy graduates were assigned.

1 See CDM 3-02/010.00.

17 See CDM § 3-01/020.15. This policy, setting forth a 90-day requirement and requiring that the
evaluation be conducted by the Unit Commander, was implemented on November 12, 2015. Prior
to that date (and since October 15, 2012, in response to the CClV report), DSTs were subject to
Custody Division Directive 12-005, which required the shift sergeant to document an assessment of
the employee’s performance at the completion of the employee’s six month of assignment.

18 See MPP § 3-02/090.07.

'° See CDM § 3-01/020.15; MPP § 3-02/090.10.

2 See CDM § 3-01/020.15.
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section.”?' The unit commander, who typically holds the rank of Captain, makes the final
decision regarding whether or not a DST has passed his or her probation.

ANALYSIS

LASD policy clearly articulates that it is a “fundamental responsibility” of every unit
commander to “establish individual performance objectives” in order to ensure
probationary employees “understand[] and meet the Department’s expectations.?? The
policy further warns that “[clonduct that is inconsistent with the high standards
established by this Department will not be tolerated.”?® In an effort to assess the overall
quality of the review process, the OIG analyzed a sample of sixteen personnel files of
DSTs who were participating in the MCJ training program.?* Of the sixteen files reviewed,
ten DSTs had completed their one-year probationary period and six were still on probation
but had completed the sixteen week training program. The OIG’s file review revealed
significant deficiencies in three areas: (1) completeness of documentation; (2) timing of
completion and (3) rigor of trainee evaluation.

A. Documentation in Trainee Files Was Incomplete
and Untimely

1. 90-Day Assessment

As explained above, Department policy requires the unit commander to review a trainee’s
“initial work habits, performance, and training records” within 90-days of their assignment
to the Unit.>> The OIG observed the following:

e 12.5% Missing: Prior to the November 2015 change in the probationary evaluation
policy, the training department drafted a document entitled “Assessment of Training”
to comply with the 6-month mid-probation requirement. Since the policy revision, the
unit commander holds a meeting with each DST which is documented in e-LOTS. Of
the 16 files reviewed, 9 contained “Assessment of Training” memoranda and 5
contained e-LOTs documentation of an “off training” meeting. Two of the 16 files were
missing documentation of any mid-probation evaluation.

%1 See CDM § 3-01/020.15. See also MPP § 3-02/090.10 (“All final performance evaluations on
probationary employees must be completed and forwarded to Personnel Administration 30-days
prior to the end of the probationary period.”).

2 MPP § 3-02/090.07.

3 Id.

%4 Review and analysis was conducted by Deputy Inspector General Dorsey Kleger-Heine. The OIG
greatly appreciates the forthright and rapid cooperation of the LASD in facilitating this review.

%> CDM § 3-01/020.15.

5
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* 93% Untimely: Only 1 DST received an assessment within 90-days or six months
(depending on which policy applied) of assignment to Custody. The remaining
assessments were delivered anywhere from 1% to 7 months late or not at all.?®

2. One-Year Assessment

Pursuant to LASD policy, 30 days before the end of the probation period the “unit
commander shall conduct an assessment of the employee’s overall career performance”
and forward the final evaluation to Personnel Administration.?” The policy further outlines
the topics to be covered by the written assessment and face-to-face meeting which
include, but are not limited to, training and probationary evaluations.?® The OIG observed
the following:

* 40% Missing: Of the 10 Trainees who had completed their probationary period, 3
had a “Probationary Assessment” in their file. Of those without a written evaluation, 3
had e-LOTS entries documenting a “probationary interview.” Four of the 10 files were
missing documentation of any final probationary evaluation.

* 90% Untimely: Only 1 DST received a Probationary Assessment prior to the
completion of the 1-year probationary period. The remaining assessments took place
anywhere from 1% to 5 months after the expiration of probation or not at all.

3. Bi-Weekly Evaluations

Department policy also requires Training Officers ("TO") to complete written bi-weekly
evaluations of each DST. ?° The standardized Custody Division Training Manual provides
TOs with a form to fill out for each evaluation which includes 14 different subject areas
with ratings for each from 1 to 4.3° The OIG observed the following:

* 25% Missing: Bi-weekly evaluations for 4 of 16 deputies were either missing or
incomplete.

* Document Date Anomalies: Anomalies in the dates recorded on the bi-weekly
evaluations raised some concerns regarding their accuracy. For example, on March

% The memo documenting the one timely Assessment of Training meeting was dated over two
months after the meeting took place.
Z CDM § 3-01/020.15; MPP § 3-02/090.07.

Id.
2% See CDM §3-02/010.00.
30 gee Appendix A (“Custody Division Standardized Evaluation Form”). The evaluation ratings are:
1= Unable to evaluate; 2= Well below the standard; 3= Not yet at standard, but improving; and
4=Satisfies the standard.

6
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16, 2016, the OIG reviewed the file of one DST whose 12-week training period was set
to end on April 2, 2016. However, bi-weekly evaluations for the time period from
March 22 through April 2 had already been completed and were signed and dated
March 9, 2016, leading the OIG to infer that the evaluations had been filled out ahead
of time.3!

B. THE MAJORITY OF TRAINEE EVALUATIONS
REVIEWED WERE NOT “MEANINGFUL"”

In addition to compliance with the technical aspects of Department policy, “[n]ew deputies
should have a meaningful probationary period during their first twelve months in Custody.
The Department must rigorously assess each new deputy’s abilities and fitness for service
and terminate deputies who cannot meet the requisite standards. "3

There are many reasons why the Department should conduct “meaningful” evaluations of
probationary employees. Effective assessments improve the organization’s productivity,
allow for informed personnel decisions, inform DSTs of what is required to perform their
assigned position and accurately assess the Trainee’s pefformance.?® These goals can
only be achieved by providing evaluations that identify specific areas for improvement,
develop plans aimed at improving these areas and support the employee's efforts to
progress.®® Reviews that lack specificity, are not tailored to the individual and do not
provide clear feedback for performance improvement are ineffective and undermine the
over-arching goal of the probationary period, *° i.e. to identify and weed out deputies who

31 As discussed supra, section III.B.3, this inference was strengthened by the fact that the
comments in each evaluation were essentially identical from week to week, except for changes in
ratings from 2 progressively to 4.

32 “Report of the Citizens’ Commission on Jail Violence,” September 2012, at 137 (recommendation
6.4).

3 See “Employee Performance Appraisals,” available at
http://www.inc.com/encyclopedia/employee- erformance-appraisals.html. See also “How to Make
Performance Evaluations Meaningful,” Management Education Group Inc., available at
httg:dmanagementeducationgroug.comzzo13[09[how-to-make-Qerformance-evaluations-
meaningful%E2%80%8F/ #.

3 See “Employee Performance Appraisals,” available at
http://www.inc.com/encyclopedia/employee- erformance-appraisals.html. See also Fagnani,
Stephanie, “What are the Characteristics and Components of a Highly Effective Performance
Evaluation?” Chron., available at htt:_):[[smallbusiness.chron.com[characteristics-comQonents-
hithv-effective-oerformance-evaluation—10644.html.

35 See, e.g., Jackson, Eric, “Ten Biggest Mistakes Bosses Make In Performance Reviews,” Forbes,
January 9, 2012, available at http://www.forbes.com/si es/ericjackson/2012/01/09/ten-reasons-
performance-reviews-are-done-terribly/# 165b99e259¢3: Kilponen, Eric, “4 Performance Appraisal
Mistakes You Might be Making,” Insperity, available at http://www.insperity.com/blog/4-
Qerformance-aDpraisal—mistakes-vou-miqht-be-makinq/; Son, Sabrina, “The 9 Common
Performance Review Mistakes You're Probably Doing,” Tiny Pulse, June 17, 2015, available at
httDs://www.tinvnuIse.com/bloq/sk-the-9-common-performance-review-mistakes-voure-orobablv-
doing.
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cannot meet the “high standards established by the Department” before the strong civil
service protections kick in, making termination significantly more difficult.

None of the written evaluations reviewed by the OIG contained the basic criteria
necessary for an effective assessment of performance and instead consisted of cut and
pasted text which incorporated minimal individualized Trainee information. The
documentation of the in-person meetings was similarly deficient. Not one of the e-LOTS
entries reviewed by the OIG documented an evaluation of the DST'’s performance as
required by CDM §3-01/020.15 and instead simply noted that a meeting took place or
described the DST’s experience as a trainee.

1. 90-Day Assessment

The majority of each written “Assessment of Training” reviewed consists of text that is cut
and pasted from one DST to another. The hi-lighted portion of each memorandum in the
image below is text that appears in many or all of the letters, The only unique language
in a letter contains the DST's feedback regarding his or her training officer. The document
contains no evaluation of the deputy’s performance during the training period and does
not reference or incorporate the bi-weekly evaluations.
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3¢ See Appendix B (“Assessment of Training” Memoranda, redacted to remove any identifying
personal information).
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2. One-Year Assessment

The written “"Probation Assessment” also appears to be a form letter which consists of cut
and pasted “assessment” language. For example, the observation that the deputy “has at
times appeared to be tentative in his communication with inmates, and his training officer
and supervisors continue to work with him to build confidence in this regard” appears,
essentially identically, in all three letters.3” The only unique data incorporated are
statistics regarding required topics such as the number of inmate complaints,
administrative investigations or civil claims/lawsuits.3® The hi-lighted portion of the
memoranda included below is text that appears in many or all of the letters. In addition
to the identical text, evidence that the “Assessment of the Employee’s Performance” has
been cut and pasted from other letters includes misplaced gender articles and the use of
the name “"Deputy Doe” instead of the Deputy’s true name.3® Neither the written
“Probation Assessment” nor the e-LOTS documentation of the “Probationary Interview”
indicates that the deputy has received any individualized feedback that meets the criteria
for a meaningful performance evaluation.
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37 See Appendix C ("Probationary Assessment” Memoranda, redacted to remove any identifying
personal information).

% CDM § 3-01/020.15.

3% See Appendix C, at Deputy 2.
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3. Bi-Weekly Evaluations

Training officers ("TOs”) are required to complete bi-weekly evaluations of each DST. The
lack of individualized and specific feedback present in many of the evaluations reviewed

by the OIG further indicates that probationary evaluations are not meaningful. Concerns
include:

» Comments were very generalized, such as “needs to show improvement” without
giving specific feedback regarding how a DST could improve.

» The comments sections of one set of evaluations were almost entirely blank, except for

occasional comments such as, “needs more paper” when reporting on the DST’s report
writing skills.

* One set was completely blank except for the back-dated dates of each training week
and the names of the DST and Training Officer.

<intentionally left blank>

10
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¢ Five sets of evaluations contained strikingly similar comments which appeared to have
been cut and pasted between deputies. Two DST evaluations (excerpt illustrated
below) were exactly the same including identical typographical errors and reference to
the deputies as “Custody Assistants. "

Deputy 1 Deputy 2 ‘,
- |
-' —_—
- [
- il -
- o F-
e f==]

0 See Appendix D (Excerpt from "Custody Division Standardized Evaluation Form” for Deputies 1 &
2, redacted to remove any identifying personal information).

11
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e A third trainee’s evaluation, shown in the excerpt below, contained almost identical
comments week to week, with only the rating changing as he progressed through
training from 2 (well below the standard) to 4 (satisfies the standard).*!

Weeks 1 & 2 Weeks 11 & 12
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4. Trainees Are Not Individually Supervised for Two-Thirds of
their Probation

For the remaining eight months after removal from training status, each DST reports to a
“floor supervisor” who manages up to 30 deputies at a time and may change depending
on staffing needs. Since each DST is not assigned one supervisor who is held accountable
for assessing him or her over the course of the year, there is a large gap of information
regarding a DST’s performance during the majority of his or her probation. Even if
trainees were receiving twelve weeks of comprehensive bi-weekly evaluations from their
TOs, this lack of insight into a DSTs performance during the entire probationary period
undermines the ability to rigorously evaluate each trainee.

*! See Appendix E (Excerpt from “Custody Division Standardized Evaluation Form” for Deputy 3,
redacted to remove any identifying personal information. Compare Weeks 1 & 2 to Weeks 11 &
12.).

12
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C. LOW PERFORMING TRAINEES ARE NOT RELEASED

One of the sixteen files reviewed by the OIG contained detailed and individualized
evaluations of the DST. Two weeks into the training program, the Training Officer *TO"
wrote that the deputy is “not comprehending the importance of having knowledge of
department policy and unit orders. I have talked to him multiple times regarding this and
it seems he is not taking me seriously.” A week later, the TO wrote that the deputy
“continues to display a negative attitude and does not seem interested in
experiencing/learning new things.” After consistently concerned reviews, the Department
assigned the DST to a second TO and then, when the trainee failed to improve, to a third.
Six months into the DST's probation year, his third TO wrote a memorandum stating that
the trainee was “not taking his position here at Men'’s Central Jail as a Deputy Sheriff
seriously” and that his “integrity is a major concern not only in his role as a Deputy Sheriff
but also for the safety of his partners.” The TO further explained that he was “extremely
concerned” for the DST's “well-being as a Deputy Sheriff when it is clear he does not know
department policy or standard operating procedures.”

Instead of creating a detailed performance improvement plan that established “individual
performance objectives” to ensure he understood and met the Department’s
expectations*? or risked termination, the Department assigned him to a fourth TO in a
different section of the jail who was able to guide him through the training program by his
10" month of probation. The trainee’s "Assessment of Training” makes no mention of the
concerns expressed by three out of four training officers and instead, consistent with the
form letter, notes that, “We discussed his experiences during training and I was told that
there were no issues that occurred that needed to be addressed.” The Deputy then
completed his probationary period two months later without receiving a 1-year
Probationary Assessment. Although the Deputy was able to finish his training program
under his fourth TO’s close supervision, it is difficult to imagine how he will be able to
meet the high standards of the Department as he progresses his career. Even though this
DST received rigorous evaluations over the course of his probation that revealed the
significant likelihood that he was not a fit for the position of Deputy Sheriff, the
Department nonetheless failed to take advantage of the opportunity to release a low-
performing employee before he obtained the substantial rights provided by civil service
protection.

RECOMMENDATIONS

* Revise Policies Governing the Probationary Period: The current policies are
vague or silent on a number of important issues that, if clarified, would increase the
likelihood that a DST will receive a “meaningful” assessment.

42 See MPP § 3-02/090.07.
13
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1. Define “Meaningful”: Department policy should require a “meaningful” written
evaluation of DSTs during their probationary period and set forth a clear definition
of that term.

2. Identify Competencies: The Department should identify specific competencies
that align with the job description of a Deputy Sheriff (such as honesty, integrity,
decision-making skills) which it uses to evaluate the DSTs with specific and
measurable benchmarks.

3. Clarify e-LOTS Requirements: The Department should clarify the requirement
for data entry in e-LOTS. The entries reviewed by the OIG consist of either a
notation that a probationary meeting took place or a few sentences regarding the
DST's experience as a trainee. Such sparse documentation provides no record of
whether the DST was evaluated against any of the topics listed in the policy. The
Department should also require a complete written assessment of the DST which
may be included in e-LOTS or the paper file.

e Dedicated TO for Probationary Year: As discussed above, each DST has no
dedicated supervisor for up to two-thirds of his or her probationary period. In the best
of circumstances, this makes it difficult to provide a thorough and thoughtful
evaluation of a deputy’s strengths and growth areas. DSTs should be assigned a TO
for the entire year who is held accountable for providing a meaningful evaluation of the
trainee. In contrast to field training officers, who supervise new patrol deputies during
their probationary period, custody training officers are not paid any additional salary
for their training responsibilities. This should change and custody TOs should be
compensated for their work.

* Release of Low-Performing DSTs: Even if a low-performing trainee is identified,
such as the individual discussed above, the Department’s reluctance to take action is
illustrated by the statistics. Of the 334 DSTs who graduated from the Academy in
2014, not one was released for performance-related reasons.* The Department
should take advantage of the opportunity to identify and dismiss employees who
consistently do not display aptitude for the position and ensure that its policy clearly
expresses this possibility.

* Commander Approval: Department policy allows the Unit Commander, who is
typically a Captain, to approve each DST’s passage off of probation. It is unclear why
such an important decision as allowing a deputy sheriff permanent employee status is
not escalated higher up the chain of command.** Commander-level approval is

*3 Seventeen of the 334 DSTs did leave the department during their probationary year for the
following reasons: 11 for outside non-county employment, 2 due to criminal misconduct, 1 for
personal reasons, 2 for medical reasons and 1 moved out of state.

** The policy does require that the concerned division chief review the probationary status of an
employee who is under an administrative or criminal investigation. However, this level of review is
not required of a poorly performing DST.
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standard for the Department. For example, any allegation of force by a Deputy Sheriff
- including the lowest level of non-injury force such as a control hold - must be
reviewed and approved by a Commander. In order to ensure that probationary
employees are being rigorously evaluated, the Department should require that a
Commander review a DST's final evaluation and affirmatively approve that the deputy
has passed his or her probationary period at least 30-days prior to the end of the year
in order ensure there is time to release the DST if necessary.

CONCLUSION

Deputy Sheriffs play a central role in the County’s law enforcement system. In light of the
wide discretion and powers given to deputies to carry out their responsibilities, the Los
Angeles Sheriff’s Department has a heightened duty to ensure that it hires and retains
only qualified individuals. In order to have any chance of identifying unqualified trainees,
the Department must provide each DST with a meaningful probationary performance
evaluation. A DST who shows on-going signs of sub-par performance during probation -
the time period that he or she has the most incentive to meet expectations - should be
released during the window of opportunity to do so before the significant civil service
protections kick in making termination for low-performance almost impossible. This
practice would be consistent with the Department’s own policy not to “tolerate” conduct
that is “inconsistent with [its] high standards.”
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JOB INTEREST

1234 Apgligation ts dutias. Positive ang professional aliude, demonstrated in ataf
and inmate interastions,

Comrnan‘s:

KNOYWIEDGE
Knowladga nfthe following must be demonstrated to the outant that
competent performalnce is achieved: ,

1234 Custody applicable statutes

1234 Casa lgays and criminel proredures

1234 Departmant palicy an¢ procedyres

f234 Departmenl resaurcas

1234 Facility f Unit Ordess and procedunss

1234 Recureant brigfings

1234 Title XV Statutes

Comments____

REPCGRT WRITING

1234 All tarms and repots used by Custody Divizion must ba aeoyrately
completed In & timsly manner, conaistent with tha camplexity af the task.

Comments:

Page 33 ——
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EPORT WRITING-ORGANIZAT! ETANLJTHO 1]
1234 Repurls written must canlain Frapery sequaacad a'stemen:s,
absarvations and aclion. Such reporte shat! contaln acaquate detall to
accurats'y deseribe the ordginal 3vents, acticrs taken, and declslons made,

Comments;

REPORT WRITING-GRAM MARISPEL LINGINEATNESS
1234

Raparz must be neat and leglble with minimal spelling, punctustign
énd grammatical errors,

Comments;

PERFORMANCE

1234 The abifity te 33s¢ss situstions accurately and to take appropriate sctons.

Cemmants:__

~MITIATED ACTIV

1234 The abll ly to recagnize and invastigale suspicious or unysusl aclivity, gnd take
appropriate agiion,

Comments:

OFFICER SAFETY

1234 Tha ability to control parsgns and siluations, while minimizing dange- to
Seff and others.

1234 The ability o control grisoners and Suspacts.
1234 The propar knawledge of the usa of force niust be demonstratad
Page 34 &
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1234 The proper use of gefety cGuipmant (flashBigkl, ai- packe, landoudfs, etc.)

Commanty;

RELATIONSHIPS

1234 Schavior that Is car.sistant with Depariment po oy n taaling with pesrs,
supervI2ors, and the public,

Camments:

DEALING WI|TH INBAATES

1234 The ebillty to intaragt confidentlly with inmates while maintalning officer
safety.
1234 Tha abilily ko underatand and recognize problurns regend.ng inrate care,

Comlort safety and spucial cLstydial peedlems (suicidal, special handiing,
nevevagrthy, etc)

Cnmments:

JUSTICE DATA 8YSTEM KNOWLEDGE

1234 Sacurity of Justics Dats Sysiem.
1234 Execuilon af menus, funclions and tensacions,
1234 Functiang of keys on keyhnarg,
12354 Printes functians ang oparation.
Comments:
m— Page 35 -
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1234 Pefarmance In daily situatinns

1234 Performanza in smergent situations,
1234 Performance with minimal lns*ructars.
1234 Ability ba follow fnstrectans.
Commenta:

TRAINING OFFfCER‘SI COMMENTS & RECOM!ILIENDATIONS:

TRAINING DEPUTY: DATE:

TRAINEE"S COMMENTS AND RECCHMMENDATIONS:

TRAINEE: DATE:

MEASURES TAKEN BY TRAINING OFF!CER TO CORRECT DEFICIENCIES:
{Must e filled mant for aneas receiving a 2 ratlng)

= Page 36
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TRAJNING DEPLITY: DATE: ___

MEASURES TAKEN BY TRAINEE TO CORRECT DEFICIENCIES:

TRAINEE; DATE:

FACILITY TRAINING UNIT COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIOGNS:

TRAIRING UNIT SERGEANT: DATE:

Page 37

Appendix A, Page 6



APPENDIX B

Appendix B, Page 1



Ph G DG P A6 Js

COUNTY Or Los ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Tradition ¢ Servige*

OFFICE CORY {E.SF’QNDEM‘,E

FROR: TO: G CAPTAIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL
N'S CENTRAL JAIL

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF TRA:MNG-DEPUTY__

On December 9. 2015, | sat with Deputy

DATE: versmbarg, 29 ¢
FILT NG,

end diszussed

his perfomiance during the train 'ng program, Ozputy Compleled the
sixteen waek program or June 14, 2015, While on traling, Deputt Yoels
assigned ta the 2000 floar, The {ra.ning officar assigned to Deputy was
Deputy

Woe discussed his expsnences during trairing and | was told tra« thare were no
I8SLIES thal accurred that neaded 10 be addressed, Deputy said the

training program was “z laaming exparience " He said Deputy was very
helgtui, and always avallablg when ngeded,

I revigwed his tra Ining baok which cantained weekly evaluations of h's
parformance and samples of hls work pradyet. [ found everything cuntained in 1he
tralning book to be in order and camp'eted ta the standards set fonh by the Men's
Central JSail training staff,

RECOMMENDATION

As of Juve 14, 2015, Deputy SRl be removed from “Training status” ang
aliowsd to work tha (Ine at Men's Central Jail, Deputy was advised thay
dunng his probakionary perind, his perormancs will be mornitored By his shift
Vatch Commander, who will be namad at a fater dato,
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COUNTY OF Los ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

A Yred'tlon of Servicg”

OFFICE CORRESPONCENGE

FROM: TO: *CAPI AIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JAN

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF TRAINING-DEPUTY_

On July 8, 2015, J sat with Deputy
Rerformance during the training program. Deputy
w0ek crogram o1 March 1 , 205 While on
asslgned ta work on the 2030 and 3000

; ' ng officers assigned o
Cop S v . Depuy

Ve discussed his expetlences during tralning and | was tald that thers warg no
issues that occurred that needed ta ba addrassad. | revievied his trrining baok
which contained weekdy evaluations of his perfarmance and Ssamples of his work
product. | found everythiing contained in the train'ng Yook 1o ba In order ang
complated ta the standards sst forth by the Men's Central Jar’ training staff.

RECONMMENDATION

R vvas reomerided by Mhm
Deputy (IR be rom am “Trainiag stalus® as cf

March 1, 2015 | cancur
with her recammendalion snd approve that Daputy be resmoved fram
‘Trairing statys™ ang alloved to work the line at ien's Centra' Jai). Deputy

Was advlsed that during hig probationary perlod, Jiis Perarmance will be

monitared by tie shifc Watch Commange r. vihio will us named af 8 later dats.

OVAIE. vy B, 2015
FILE \;

and discusse hiz
Completed ths sivteen
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELE&

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Tradition of Seryize"

OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

FROM: TO SN -
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL
i

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF mmwme-nepuw—

On July B, 2015, | sat with Deputy ard discassad his
performarce d.ring the ‘réining program. Deputy completed ths sixasn
Week progam cn Merch 1, 2015, White on training. Deputy (iilwas assigned

o tre 2000, 3000, and 4000 floars, The training offizer assigned to Ceputy (D
was Cusiody Assistant :

PATE: July &, 2015
FILE NO.

RECOMMENDATION

It was racommendsd b hﬂ:at
Oaputy (iRGS remoTee T raining stalus™as of March 1, 2018, | concur

vith the rocommendations of Deputy @il and Gustody Assistant (il and
spprove that Depuly B 52 removed from “Training status® and sliowed to

work the line at Mer.'s Central Jail. Oepury S was edvised that during his
Frobationary perod, his performance wili be monitorec by the AV shift Waich
Cammander, who will be named al a later date,
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Traditian of Sarvies"
CATE: Occarmibzr 2,205

FRENO
QFFICE CORRESPONDENCY:

FROM TO. CAPTARN
MEN'S C=N TRAL JAIL
\ IC

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF TRAINING-DEPY rv—
|

0n December 2, 2015 | 3at with Deputy
discussed his performance during the train 'nd program Deputy

completed the sixtean wesk Program on Jure 14, 2015, While on Ira ning, Deputy
Xas aszigned o viork on the 2000 floor. The training offizor a3siqned to
Deputy was Decuty NN

and

izsues that occurrad that needsd ta be addressad. Deputy £0id hs
leerned a fot fram Dap 2 asslgnad to 2600, Dsputy sgid
the fast pace of the modules oparalions formed him to quichly tagm required tasks.
He commended Deputy @M on his protessionalism and knowfedge.

I reviawed his training book which contalned weekly evaluationg of hig
perfonmance gnd 8amplos of hig work product. | found everytaing contaliied in the

fraining book fo be in order and completad 1o the standards set fonh by the Men's
Central Jait tra Ining slaff

RECOMMENDATION

It was racommended by that
Deputy be re; x 8" B8 of June 14, 2015 | CoNGuT
with her racommendsticn and approve thal Deputy be removed from

“Training status” and allowec! to work the fine at Man's Cantral Jail. Deputy
dwas advised taat during hig prebalionany period, his peromMance will he
monitored by the shift Watch Commander, wha will bg nemed &t a |atar date.

Appendix B, Page 5



BN (18, 202 FR3 1y

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

*A Tracllan of Service”
DAIE danuary 29, 205
0

FL=nNg:
O[TICE CORRESPONDENT E

FROM; YO CAPTAIN

MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL
) Al

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF TRAJNING-DEPUW—

On Mavember 22, 2014, 1 sat with Oeputy and discussod
her performanca dunng tha training £rogram. Deputy oompletad the Lvelve
weex traning program cn November 24, 2014, Whila Ontraining, Deputy

was assigned to the 2000 floor at Man's Cantral Jail, Tha traini ng officer assigned
to Deputy (I was Deputy

We ciscussad her experiences dunng tr2ining and | was fo'd that there \vee a0
ISsues that occurred the: needed 10 be addressed. | reyiewed her training hock
vhich contained weekly evaluations of her performance ang samples af Fer work
product, | faung eventing containad in the training book 13 ba In order gnd
completed o the standards sei forth by the Man's Cennrat Jai) {raining atfy,

RECOMMENDATION

I 1ecammend thal as of November 24,2014, Deputy QDb removed from
"Training status,® anc allowed 1o work on tha fine at Men's Central Jait, buq 13 her

probationzry period, Deputy parfarmance i) be monjtoreg by the Ane
shift Watch Commander, who vill be named at g fztor datg,
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Traditlon of Service'

QFFICE CORRES PONDENCE

FROM: O SN o
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF TRAINING-DEPUTY (D

On December 3, 2015, | sat with Deputy nd
discus3sd hls perfammance durlng the training program. Deputy
completed tre sixteen week program on March 1. 2013. While on training, Dapuly
was assigned to work on the 2000 floor and 3000 flgors. The tralning
officar asslgned to Deputy (N was Depu

DATE: Decambs: 3, 2015
FILE MO:

We discussed his exparisnces during training and | was told that thare wiere no
1s5uas t1at occurmed that needed to be addressed, Deplty aid Doply

was very helpful and resourceful. He sald he learned the caily modile
aperatians very quickly. He ccmmended De Uty knowledge of the
facilty. He said bacause of Deputy vast expedence, he learned much
about the facilitles operatian in a very short time,

I reviewed his t-alning book which certained waekly evaluations of his
performance and semples of his wark product. | found avanything contained in the
training book to ba in arder and complated to the stancards set farh by the Men's
Cantral Jail trining staff.

RECOMMENDATION

A6 of March 1, 2015, Oeputy (D~ be removed from ‘Training stslus' and
allowed to wark the line at Men's Cantra; Jaif. Ceputy (D » - advisod (hat
during his prabatlonasy period, his performanca wilf be monitored by the eaif
Watch Commander, who will be named at a later date.
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COUNTY OF LDS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

A Tradition of Service®

DFFICE O RRESPONDENCE

FROM TO. G T
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL

SUBJECT ASSESSMENT OF TRAININ G-CEPUTY D

On December 2, 2015, | sa* with Depity and discussed
his perfamiance during the tralning pragram  Dapuly comploted the
gixiann week program on October 4, 2015. While o training, Deputy

\¥as assigned {0 work on the 2000 flagr. The training olficer asskyned to Deputy

was Deputy
Because of hig slow progress during training, Deputy (NN =ining petiod
was extended. This was done in an effort to halp him progreys in his tra'ning g0 he
could meet the minimum requirements set by the Dapartment.

OATE: Cacerber2, 2615
€ILE ND:

We discussed his experlences d Jring training and | was told that there a0 Ny
Issues that oocurred that nasdsd to b addressed. Deputy said Daputy

s very knewladgsable, and made him feul like part of 8 team. He
sammended and appreclated deputy (I for his professionatism, and
leadership. Daputy credited Deputy knowledgs and teaching
abllity as belng the reason he wzs ablg lo complate the training program

RECOMMENDATIQON

As af June 14, 2015, Deputy QD i be romoved from "Tralning status” and
allawed to wark the line at Man's Cantral Jail, Deputy (EIENED =5 201/sed that
during his probationary period, his pefarmance will be manttored by the shift
Watch Commandar, who will be named st a lgler dats,
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

*A Tradiion of Saryige’

DATE: Dermmber 11,2015
FILE bD
OFF RESPONDENCE

FRON: 70. R
MEMN'S CENTRAL JALL
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL
SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF mmme-ospuw_

On Decernber 11, 204 5, | sat with Deputy and
discussed his performance dunng the training program. Deputy!
completed the sixteen weex program on June 14, 2015. While on training, Deputy

Wa3 assigned to work the 3000 floor. The fraining officer assigned
o Deputy SRR 22 oo, AR

Wa discussed his experiencas during tialning and | was told {hai there were no
Iseues that accurred that needed to ba addressed. Oeputy SR 52 e

Wwas vary busy during training, but learned so much from his tralning officer and
those wiho viorked around him,

| reviewed his training book which contained weakly evaluations of his
perfarmance and samples of hls wark product. | found everything ¢on'ained i1 the

Central Jali raining staff.

RECOMMENDATION

As of June 14, 2015, Deputy (ERENEENED =5 removad from "Tralning status®
and allowed to work the line at Men's Cenlral Jail. Deputy Was

advisad that during hls probationary pefiod, his peformanae wil be monitored by
the shift Watch Commander, who will be ramed at a |aler date,
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COUNTY OF Losg ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

‘4 Tradltlon of Sendng”

OrFICE CQER~'—§PQNDE‘JCE

FROM: e CAPTAIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JAML
(5

SUBJECT: ASSESSMENT OF TRAIN!NG-DEPDT‘(—

OATE: Juhy g, 2215
FILE NG,

On July B, 2015, | gat with Depaty a1d discusseq his
performance during the training progrsm. Deputy sompleted tre sixtoen
weak program on March 1, 2015, While on tr2ining. Deputy @i was ass;gned to
work on the 2000, 3000, 4000 and 5060 figors, The aining officers assigred (o

De wera Cusiody Assistant and D=puty

RECOMMENDATION

ooy s ..
Depuy @l be ramov [ raining status® as of March 1, 2515. | concyr

with her recommendation end apprave that Deputy-be ramoved from
“Training etatus” and aliowag W work the fine at Mzn's Centraf Jail. Deputy

was advised that dy fing his prabationary periad. his peformance will be mondtcrad
ty the shift Watch Comma nder, who wil be named a e later date
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&

COUNTY OF Los ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
"A Tredltion of Service"

DATE: 11122015
FILE NO:

CEFICE COREESF’DMZENC&

FROM: —_ To; CAPTAIN
WMEN'S CENTRAL JAIL A

CAPTAIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL

SUBJECT: PROBATIONARY ASSESBMENT

Luring this raview PETiod, Deputy has been assigned ig
Men's Central Jaif 8ince Juns 14, 2015 His Personnel Performance Index (PP}

tndicates no Inmzte Complaints, no Use of foree incldents, and no Furat
Lounseling sessign.

ASSESSMENT OF EM PLOYEE'S PERFORMANCE

Ceputy @l cumsntly assignad to Men's Cenfral Jail, where he is viewed hy his
sUpervisors and peers ag competent, He warks weli with his fallaw depuities apd
custody assistants and ;s Praving to be an effective team playar, Ha has beer
Op=n ta constructive entigism from both supenviso:s and pears.

Oeputy () disptays COMPSEN fepart writing and radi com municetion skills for
this stage In his caresr, He has at times appsared fa be tentstive in he-

INMATE COMPLAINTS
None.

ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGATIONS

Nong
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CIVIL GLAIMS / LAWSUITS

None

ON DUTY / OFF DUTY CONDUCT

None

WATCH COMMANDER SEVICE COMMENT REPORTS
None

TRAINING EVALUATION

Deputy @l eucoessfully completsd the required twelve week Custody Divie;
iiilnlni iiiii M i iacket was reviswed ang aiﬁroved by

USE OF FORCE INCIDENTS

None,

ALLEGATIONS OF FORCE INCIDENTS
Nane.

FORMAL COUSELING SESSIONS
None

ATTENDANCE

Deputy @l attendance racord is setisfactory.
RECOMMEMDATION

I recommend Deputy @l continue his;her probaticnary period.
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CQUNTY QF LOS ANDBELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Tradion of Sarvice"

O<FICE CORRESPUNDENGE

Frow: SN TO: CAPTAIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL *

OATE: Moverber 18, 2015
FI.E NC-

CAPTAIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JAIL
SUBJECT: PROBATIONARY AS SESEMENT
During #ls reviaw period, Deputy has been assigned (o

ASSESSMENT OF EMPLOYEE'S p ERFORMANCE

Doputy (s currently aselgned to the 9000 fioor ag g Prowler, whare he is
viewad by hiz supervisors ang peers as a hard working member of ihe team. He
works well with his fa low deputies and custady assistznts and is proving 1o be an
sfiective team playar, Hg has been open ta g nstructhe criticism from bath
supervisors and peers.

Deputy (N dispisys competant réport writing and radio cummuniestion skills
far this stage In his carser. He has at limes neves appaared to be tentative in his

work with klm to build ivis canfidgence. He has not shown any tend ency to use
iNapprupriate force ror demanstratad alack of understanding of the Departments
Mission and Coze values with respect ta the treafmenl of inmatas.

INMATE COMPLAINTS

None.

ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGATIONS

Neng
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CVIL CLAIMS | LAWSUITS
None
ONDUTY ! OFF DUTY canpucr

None

WATCH COMMANDER SEVICE COMMENT REPORTS

Nane

TRAINING EVALUATION

Deouty (P has successiully comaleted the raquired fwetve wesk Cus‘udy

D|iﬂ'v Trainlng proi ram, His tra:‘nini iacket Was iviewec' and aﬁproveu‘ by -

USE OF FORCE INCIDENTS

Deputy Dos has bean involved In one Use of Forge incldent during this reviaw
Penco. The incident was diracted by the fioor sergeat.

The forca employed dunng the incident was deteminad to be reasonable and
within Depariment policl. Depsly-did not display a pattem of force gr
axhibit any behaviors Syronymous with unautho rized force.

ALLEGATIONS OF FORCE INCIDENTS

None

FORMAL COUSELING SESSIONS

None,

ATTENDANCE

Deputy (R = ttendar co record is satisfactory,

RECOMMENDATION

I racommend Oeputy SN continue his probationary pedod
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

"A Traditlor ot Sevice®

DATE:  November 12, 2015
FlLkne
FICE RESPONRIENCE

C

ACTAIN
MEN'S CENTRAL JalL

SUBJECT: PROBATIONARY ASSE SSMENT.

During :his review pefiud. Deputy has bean
83signeC to Man's Central Jall since August 15, 2014. Her Persaniyel P rfermance

Index (PPI) indleates (1) [nmatc Complaint, i3) Use of force incldents, and no
Formal Counseling session

ASSESSMENT OF EMPLOYEE'S PERFORMANCE

Deputy Is cumrently assigned to tha 4900 flogr, whars ghe is
viewed by her supervisors and peers as a hard working member of the floar. She
works wel with her fellow depulies ang custody assistarts znd is proving {o be an

sffective team player Deputy tas been open to eanstructive
citicism from both supenvisors and peers,

Deputy displays competent report wiiting and ragio
communication skills for this stage in her creer. She has at imes appeared i¢ oe
tantative In her communigation with Inmates, and her training officer and
sUparvisors continua 15 work with her to bylld confidence in this raqard. She has
nol shawn any tendency to use inappropnate force no+ demonstrated g lack of

INMAYE COMPLAINTS

L
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ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGATIONS

None

CIVIL CLAIMS | LAWSINTS

None

ON DUTY / OFF DUTY GONDUCT

None

WATCH COMMANDER SEVICE COMMENT REPORTS
Nores

TRAINING EVALUATION

Dapuy successfully completec the required tv.alve week
Cuslody Divisi i el t was reviewed and
appved by

USE OF FORCE INCIDENTS

Dsputy (RSN - < been involved in three Use of Forze Insdents
durlng this review period. None of these incid ants were diracted by the ficor
Sergeant a1d the other was Inilated due {0 a combativa inmate.

The force employed in all the incidents vias detsmined to be reasonable and
within Department policy. Beputy did not d.splay 2 pattern of
force or exhibit any behaviors Synamymous with unauthorized foroe,
ALLEGATIONS OF FORCE INCIDENTS

None

FORMAL COUSELING SESSIONS

Nene
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ATTENDANCE
Satislactary.
RECOMMENDATION

I recommend eputy (NN <ot nue hor probationzry periag
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DEPUTY 1

Appendix D, Page 2



RELATIONSHIP
%

1@3 4 Behavics tha' s comsisisnt with Deparimant padcy in dezling with Peare supervisars, and the
public,

Commenats  DEPLITY SR E XHIZITS GOOD BEHAVIOR AND IS ABLE TODEAL WI7H H'S

PEARS EFRECTIVELY.

DEALING WITH INMATES

T34 The abllity to i=terae: cor fide "by Wit inmetes whie maintaining officer sefely

13352 Tha abTily 2 undsrstand and racognize ppblems regarding inn;ate Lare, comfort safaly ang
special suticdial problume (su clcal, specis’ handiing. newswor ¥, oie.)

Commente  SEPUT S JND DEALS WITH INMATES IN A FROFESSIONAL WANNER

JUSTICE DATA EVSTEM KNOYW.EDGE

1&3 4 Sezurity of Justice Da'a System

1@&s 4 Execriion cf menus, functions and ransasticns

1034 Functians of kays an keyhezrd

10131 4 Pririter functiena pnd opesaticn:

Cammens CEPUTY S HAS BEEN ABLE TG USE QUR COMPUTER SYSTEM EF=ECTIVELY.
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1204 Padommanse in daily shuations

124 Performarce .1 emesgant sityasans, <f

f 24 Per'ormance with minimal instryslong

1@24 Declsivengss

124 Ablity 1o follow instustions,
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May 16, 2016

Max Huntsman, Inspector General

Los Angeles County Office of Inspector General
312 South Hill Street, 3™ Floor

Los Angeles, California 90013

Dear Mr. Huntsman:

RESPONSE TO THE L.OS8 ANGELES COUNTY OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL DRAFT
REPORT: ANALYSIS OF THE DEPUTY SHERIFF TRAINEE PROBATIONARY PERIOD

Attached is the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department’s (Department) response to
the Los Angeles County Office of Inspector General (OIG) Draft Report, Analysis of the
Deputy Sheriff Trainee Probationary Perlod. The OIG report analyzes the Citizens’
Commission on Jail Violence (CCJV) recommendation 6.4, which states, “There
should be a meaningful probationary period for new deputies in custody.” This
analysis included a review of the deputy sheriff trainee probationary process
evaluating training, supervision, and documentation.

The effort and dedication made by members of the OIG to execute this analysis is
greatly appreciated by the Department. The Department values and appreciates the
comments relating to the deputy sheriff trainee probationary process and will
continually strive to meet and/or exceed the recommendations of this report and
those of the Citizens' Commission on Jail Violence.

The Audit and Accountability Bureau has the responsibility to monitor and document
Department responses related to this analysis. Should you have any questions
regarding this Department response, please contact Captain Steven Gross at

(3R23) 307-8302.

McDONNELL
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RESPONSE TO THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
DRAFT REPORT

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - SHERIFF

SUBJECT: ANALYSIS OF THE DEPUTY SHERIFF TRAINEE PROBATIONARY
PERIOD: RECOMMENDATIONS FOR A MEANINGFUL ASSESSMENT
OPPORTUNITY

RECOMMENDATION NO.1: REVISE POLICIES GOVERNING THE PROBATIONARY
PERIOD

The current policies are vague or silent on a number of important issues that, if clarified,
would increase the likelihood that a Deputy Sheriff Trainee (DST) will receive a
“‘meaningful” assessment.

a) Define “Meaningful”: Department policy should require a “meaningful” written
evaluation of DSTs during their probationary period and set forth a clear

. definition of that term.

b) Identify Competencies: The Department should identify specific competencies
that align with the job description of a Deputy Sheriff (such as honesty, integrity,
decision-making skills) which is used to evaluate the DSTs with specific and
measurable benchmarks.

c) Clarify e-LOTS Requirements: The Department should clarify the requirement
for data entry in e-LOTS. The entries reviewed by the OIG [Office of the
Inspector General] consist of either a notation that a probationary meeting took
place or a few sentences regarding DST's experience as a trainee. Such sparse
documentation provides no record of whether the DST was evaluated against
any of the topics listed in the policy. The Department should also require a
complete written assessment of the DST which may be included in e-LOTS or
the paper file.

RESPONSE: 1(a)

The Department concurs with the recommendation. The term “meaningful” was first used

by the Citizens’ Commission on Jail Violence (CCJV) in recommendation 6.4 which stated
“There should be a meaningful probationary period for new deputies in custody.” Because
‘meaningful” is subjective, it has been interpreted by custody administration, in the context
of the OIG recommendation, to mean that the evaluations should be accurate, timely, and

individually tailored to the performance of the trainee being evaluated.

Based upon the sample evaluations collected by OIG, it is clear that the documentation in
the bi-weekly trainee evaluations is sub-standard. In order to educate training officers on
the importance of completing accurate, timely, and individually tailored evaluations of their
trainees, an informational bulletin will be drafted, which will provide clear examples of
acceptable and unacceptable evaluation narratives.
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Custody administration will work with Custody Training and Standards Bureau (CTSB) to
develop a two-hour Intensified Format Training (IFT) course, which will focus on how to
develop detailed and timely training evaluations. This course outline will be provided by
CTSB personnel and instruction will be provided by Custody Training staff at each
individual facility.

To address the policy deficiency regarding the narratives, Custody Division Manual (CDM)
Section 3-02/010.00 “Standardized Orientation and Training Program” will be revised to
require training officers to prepare detailed and timely evaluations of their trainees.

The facility training sergeant will be required to review each evaluation received by the
training office to ensure that evaluations are complete, detailed, and relevant to the
trainee’s performance. Generalized statements or template trainee evaluations will not be
accepted. Facility training staff will be required to check all training materials submitted for
completeness and accuracy, prior to filing them in the trainee’s packet. The facility training
lieutenant will be required to ensure training evaluations are submitted by the training
officers to the training office bi-weekly, and approved in a timely manner.

RESPONSE: 1(b)

The Department concurs with the recommendation. The current evaluation forms used by
training officers were last revised in 1996. The criteria currently evaluated through the
custody training evaluations are the following:

Uniform Appearance
Attitude

Job Interest
Knowledge

Report Writing
Officer Safety
Investigative Skills
Communication Skills
Evidence

Common Sense and Judgement
Relationships
Dealing With Inmates

These forms will be revised to modernize the terminology and to better reflect the current
focus and needs of custody and the Department.
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RESPONSE: 1(c)

The Department concurs with this recommendation. Currently, the 90-day unit
commander's assessment of the trainee’s performance is tracked in e-LOTS, but there is
some confusion as to the amount of information that needs to be entered. Since e-LOTS
was designed as a tracking device for administrative paperwork, it is not suited to handle
detailed entries of employee performance.

CDM Section 3-01/020.15 “Probationary Period for Custody Personnel” will be revised to
clarify that the documentation of the date and time of the unit commander’s interview with
the probationary employee will be tracked in e-LOTS; however, the unit commander's
assessment will be typed, printed, and placed in the employee’s personnel file. Custody
Administration is researching the creation of a form for the purpose of standardizing the unit
commander’s assessment to include the requirements of the Probationary Period for
Custody Personnel policy.

When deputies graduate from the academy, they are immediately transferred to the
custody facility they have been assigned to (on paper), but must first attend six weeks of
additional, custody specific, training called Jail Operations. Previously, this training was
only two weeks in length. As this additional training now amounts to half of the required 90-
day evaluation period mandated by policy. Custody Support Services (CSS) is working with
Field Operations Support Services (FOSS) to revise both the CDM and Manual of Policy
and Procedures (MPP) to change the timeframe for the mandatory assessment from 90
days to six months. This amount of time will provide a clearer picture of a deputy’s
performance prior to their unit commander's assessment.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 2: DEDICATED TRAINING OFFICER (TO) FOR
PROBATIONARY YEAR

DSTs should be assigned a TO for the entire year who is held accountable for providing a
meaningful evaluation of the trainee. In contrast to field training officers, who supervise
new patrol deputies during their probationary period, custody training officers are not paid
any additional salary for their training responsibilities. This should change and custody
TO's should be compensated for their work.

RESPONSE:

During the first half of 2016, Men’s Central Jail (MCJ) reported a projected 112 trainees
arriving at the facility in need of a custody training officer. If this trend continues, and the
Department were to adopt this recommendation, MCJ would need three times as many
training officers to handle the workload. This change would only serve to dilute the
knowledge and skill of the pool of training officers and result in a lower standard of training.
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The “Standardized Orientation and Training Program” policy currently states that training
officers should have only one trainee and that they should be on the same schedule and
assigned to the same location as their training officer. If facilities were to comply with this
mandate for a year-long training program, coupled with the CCJV recommendation and
Rosas v. McDonnell settlement agreement that line personnel must be rotated every six
months, staffing issues would make it prohibitive.

In order to assist with the current level of evaluations handled by the MCJ Training Office,
which has only one sergeant, MCJ has assigned a second training sergeant (effective May
15, 2016), dedicated to ensuring the timeliness of evaluations and other training
documents. If the training program is extended to 12 months, additional sergeants would
be necessary to process the additional paperwork.

- Custody training officers take on significant additional work and are held accountable for
not only their work and own actions, but in some cases, the actions of their trainees. This
additional work and risk comes with little reward and no tangible compensation. The
creation of a training officer rank or position would significantly help ensure the most
capable and experienced personnel become training officers.

In the current financial and personnel state, the Department does not have the resources to
accomplish this request. Custody facilities are also assigned a compliance lieutenant who
is responsible for identifying potential at-risk employees as it relates to force, conduct, and
inmate grievances. The compliance lieutenant is tasked with analyzing trends and
assessing potential risk management issues as it relates to use of force, inmate injuries,
and other potential areas of liabilities. Any problems in these areas are directly reported to
the unit commander.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 3: RELEASE OF LOW-PERFORMING DST

Of the 334 DSTs who graduated from the Academy in 2014, not one was released for
performance-related reasons. The Department should take advantage of the opportunity to
identify and dismiss employees who consistently do not display aptitude for the position
and ensure that its policy clearly expresses this possibility.

RESPONSE:

Currently, approximately four percent of personnel who apply to the Department
successfully complete the backgrounds process and begin the academy. Of those recruits,
approximately 20 percent do not graduate from the Sheriff's academy.

When a trainee is assigned to a custody facility (28 weeks, including academy training and
jail operations), the Department has invested a significant amount of time (approximately
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five months) and resources into that individual prior to them ever working a shift on the line.
Through the initial 28 weeks of academy training and jail operations, individuals are

closely monitored and rigorously assessed. A thorough and thoughtful evaluation is
conducted to measure a deputy’s strengths and growth areas. This evaluation is continued
through the next 90 days while the DST is on training at a custody facility.

Because of this investment, the Department takes great efforts to ensure that those who
can competently complete the training process are afforded every opportunity to succeed.

Those who are deficient have their training program extended and those who decide that
the custody environment is not for them are aliowed to resign. The vast majority of trainees
have given considerable personal sacrifice to the Department to become deputy sheriffs
and by the time they have arrived at their facilities, have been thoroughly vetted by both the
background and academy processes. This leads to an extremely low number of
employees terminated during their probationary period.

CDM section 3-02/010.00 “Standardized Orientation and Training Program” will be revised
to require immediate notification to the training sergeant and lieutenant for any trainee who
exhibits any of the following during their training process:

Any significant training deficiency or superiority
Any inmate complaint or commendation

Any use of force incident or prevented use of force
Any Performance Log Entry (PLE)

Any Personnel Performance Index (PPI) entry

These notifications shall be entered in the “Custody Training Unit Comments and
Recommendations” section of the biweekly trainee evaluations. This will be used to
establish any trends which may appear during the training program.

This policy will also be revised to require unit commander notification wherein any trainee
continues to exhibit significant deficiencies after being given a reasonable amount of time
to improve. Unit commander notifications will be made prior to the end of the 90-day
training program.

RECOMMENDATION NO.4: COMMANDER APPROVAL

In order to ensure that probationary employees are being rigorously evaluated, the
Department should require that a Commander review a DST's final evaluation and
affirmatively approve that the deputy has passed his or her probationary period at least 30-
days prior to the end of the year, to ensure there is time to release the DST if necessary.
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RESPONSE:

Currently, the Department graduates approximately eight academy classes a year, with
approximately 90 deputy sheriff graduates per class, totaling 700+ deputies. A commander
is not intimately involved during the review and assessment of each probationer during their
probationary period. It would be impractical for a commander to review the probationer's
final evaluation. The review of more than 700 probationers per year, would require an
extensive degree of research by each Commander which would be unfeasible. The current
review practice affords the probationer the opportunity to have a fair and efficient review of
their work performance by the necessary stakeholders that have firsthand knowledge of the
employee’s overall work history, strengths, and weaknesses during the probationary period.
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